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Foreword 

What you are about to read 1s opmron m a fictronal settmg The ficnon rs on two 

levels. a fictional letter and a ficuonal commentator writmg about the letter The 

prerruse IS that Carl von Clausewrtz IS ShLl alrve In 1862 and that his work On War has not 

been published and 1s strll undergomg revrsron. Detarls of the fichon are de\ eloped wrthm 

the text. The mformaaon on the Crvrl War 1s not part of the fichon and IS based on the 

works appearmg m the brbbography The representahon of Clausewrtz’s work IS this 

author’s mterpretatron based on the core course study of which thus paper 1s a part and the 

course materials crted m the brblrography The footnotes found herein are wntten m the 

vorce of the commentator and represent the opunons of thus author or elements of the 

fictronal settmg 

Letters wntten by partrcrpants u-r the Amencan Crvrl War have come to be the 

mtellectual treasure of hrstonans wntmg on the event and the conscrence of -Amencans 

remembermg rt. Therefore, crednon of a ficuonal letter supposedly wntten dunng that 

war seems to be a srngularly appropriate approach to applying some of the war’s lessons 

to the wntmgs of Clausewrtz. The author hopes that thus somewhat unorthodox approach 

to mrlnary commenrary reflects some of the creatrvtty and compiexrty that IS charactenstrc 

of Clausewnz’s own w-rrting 
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Introduction 

The classrc work by Carl von Clausewltz On War was greatly mfluenced by the 

letters of hrs grandson and namesake, Carl von Clausewrtz the younger, a Prussian 

General Staff Colonel who from March 1862 to May 1863 was an observer assigned to 

Stonewall Jackson’s command of the Army of the Confederate States of Amerrca. The 

letters themselves were assumed to have been lost but are known through the frequent 

references made to them by the elder Clausewrtz rn lus work, which was finally published 

after hrs death m 1869. The general tone of the letters seems to have been that. while the 

fundamental nature of war and many of the elder Clausewrtz’s ongmd descnpnons of 

warfare based on rmlitary hlstory through the Napoleomc Wars were fundamentally 

accurate, the younger Clausewttz saw mdrcations m the war between the Amencan states 

that the conduct of warfare was changmg 

To the delight of rruhtary hrstonans. one of the ongmal letters was found among 

papers m the General Staff archrves that have been m the possessron of East Germany 

smce World War II That letter has been translated and 1s presented below wrth a few 

notes of commentary Keep m mind while reddmg the letter that the younger Clausewttz 

was commentmg on a mdnuscnpt that had been drafted rls early 3s 183 1 
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The Valley Campaign Letter 

Sehr geehrte Grossvater, 

En route to Whmond, 24 June 1862 

Having had no opportumty to correspond smce my amval m the Confederate 

States of America. I begm tl-us rmsslve with an apology for so belatedly undertakmg the 

task W&I which you charged me upon my departure, that IS, revlewmg m the context of a 

modem war your as yet unfimshed manuscript. Although my General Staff assignment as 

observer to this confhct seemed propitious for the task, 1 was greatly disheartened when 

the Confederacy High Command detied me to General Jackson, who had been assigned 

the mglonous task of forcmg the Umon to mamtam sign&ant forces m a western nver 

kalley (the Shenandoah) and thereby denymg them to the Union offensive from the east 

agamst the Confederate capital. My &sappomtment was unfounded, however, for since 

Jommg Jackson’s command on 21 March, I have witnessed a bnlhant campaign of 

maneuver that surely must have exceeded Jackson’s superiors’ highest evpectanons This 

letter then, as my first commentary on your manuscript, will focus on dikerslon and 

maneuver. I 

As we have discussed on numerous occasions, I urge you to draw clearer 

dislmchons among your various uses of the word “attack,*’ pamcularly ~fl the realm of 

’ There IS some drqpomtment m the xademlc commumtp that the recovered letter h,a u h.it wml: 
x~ve descnhed ;ts lest than cr3nt.A wues as Its man theme. The dwerslon and maneuwr - thaw dot\ 
howewr have eletnents that xe p~at~cularly relev‘mt to modem warfare Readers ~111 dw tmd rhat rhe 
ounger Clausewitz w-avs trom his central thesis and plxes pomtzn toward maany .ueds that he e\ Ident 

Ltddres\ed m later letters These notes ~11 comment on borne of those markers 
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ch erslons ’ “Credible threat” might even subsume “attack” m definmg dlverslon. attack 

berg only the most obvious and direct credible threat It also serves well m the case 

where the credlbll1t.y 1s created by the fears of the defender rather than the mtenslty of the 

actual threat. Jackson’s Just-concluded campaign makes a good case-m-point The 

Lruon’s great concern for the safety of Its capital, whose proxmuty to the Confederacy 

lends credence to that concern, prevents It from accepting the presence of an effective 

Confederate force m the Shenandoah Valley, a base of attack on Washmgton feasible both 

for Its lOgiShCd potentA and propmqmty ’ 

Before my arnval, Jackson had been left exposed when Confederate forces on hu 

eastern flank were withdrawn to hnes better sulted to the defense of hchmond. so he was 

wlthdrawmg south, up the Shenandoah when he learned that the Unron was moving the 

bulk of its force behmd bun to posihons that would support the Union advance on 

hchmond. Countermarchmg 36 ties m a day and one half, Jackson’s 3,500 

Confederates attacked the rem&rung dlvlslon, which outnumbered them almost 3 to 1. As 

rmght be expected, Jackson’s troops were soundly defeated. but in the process prompted 

the Union commander to reason that the attack against vastly supenor forces would have 

been made only with the expectation of support or reinforcements Through mtelhgence 

gamed since that 33 March battle. we have lemed that the threat created by that attack 

and later acnvmes in the valley caused the dlverslon of nearly 60 000 men that could hake 

’ The younger Clausewtz s concern seems to focus on the restncwe dekirutton ot dlrerslon ‘U an 
urfac k of1 ~1~m\ rerrrror v Sate the mtxsured tone ok the wordmg Throughout the letter the 1 oung 
colonel IS deferential rawng near& every point wth c,wutlon 

’ Herz the letter eLh<>es the \tnregs Qunkuy ot Lee .tnd Ja&on whose Judpnknt reg&dulg 
northern p,u,mota oker the qxtd would be proben S~~wxe m,uq tune\ owr durtnp the R~LT 
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partrcrpated in the operung phases of the L-ruon campargn agamst Richmond. ’ The threat 

was credrble only m the mmds of the Umon leaders 

As a final pomt on &versron, I would like to stimulate your thinking regardmg 

drversrons as a defensrve mechamsm. Your work as rt stands seems to lirmt drversrons to 

supporting offensrve operations. but in view of Jackson’s successes I would suggest that 

drversions can also have the effect of strengthenrng one’s defense by weakening the 

opponent’s offense, pa.rtrcularly where a small commrtment of your forces srgmficantly 

unparrs your opponent’s abrhty to concentrate hrs forces agamst your center of gravity. 

Indeed, once Jackson’s mihd attack was made, his mere presence may well have deterred 

the enemy from taking the undesrred achon. To carry the logrc to an extreme, deterrence 

by drversion or perceived drversron could hn-nt the opponent’s opuons wrthm a range you 

would find acceptable.5 

After hrs battle on 23 -March, however, Jackson assumed that only contmued 

actrons would nurture the Umon comrmtment of forces to oppose him, and bemg pamfully 

awcu-e of the numerical advantage represented by the separate Union commands he faced 

on three different axes, he embarked on a bold gamble to engage them separately In a 

senes of forced marches he fernted as rf to leave the valley, but embarked hrs troops on 

trams, takmg them back across the upper reaches of the valley and four days later on 8 

May smkmg the southern most outpost of the Union threat to valley operatrons from the 

’ The mtelhgence was not quite as accurate as It mr;ht have been Two strategic Union moves were 
disrupted rather than one. In addition to those troops lost to the offensive agamst Rtchmond. the Umon 
force to the west was direrted from a planned camprugn m east Tennessee 

’ It ma> be something of a stretch to place this thmkmg m the context of the modem use of 
deterrence based on weapons of mass destrucuon but the logtc has a rmg of modern truth Later letters 
apparently contmued tlus theme as the elder Chusewm s published work expanded upon the concept ot 
deterrence. which was present m his earlier draft prunarrly m the form of out-maneuvermg ~1 opponmt 



Blmde 6 

west -4 brref pursurt was qurckly followed by a move to the north where on 24 May he 

oven\ helmed the mm body of the northern-most opponent and hterally chased him from 

the valley, gauung the enemy’s abandoned supphes rn the process. By 29 May Jackson 

had learned that the Uruon force west of the valley and that east of the valky were moving 

to isolate and engage him wrth therr supenor Joint force before he could return up the 

valley to the south. He raced these armres to the southern exits from the valley, wmmng 

the race while fightmg a ConMUOUS rear guard actron agarnst one Umon force and 

protectmg hrs flank from the other. Only a brref rest of two days prepared the troops for 

Jackson’s final stroke III the campargn as he turned and faced his pursuers before they 

could Join. On 8 June the Confederates repulsed the advance of the nearest enemy force, 

and on the followmg day attacked and defeated advance elements of the second opponent 

When Jackson’s tattered troops left the valley that rught, effectively ending the campargn, 

they had marched 350 rmles m five weeks and won five battles, tymg up three separate 

Urnon forces that could have been used elsewhere 

Confiing your reasoning that a shlled commander engenders a marked 

supenorrty m his army, Jackson’s demands and expectations created an esprit that 

strengthened hrs troops’ resolve and endurance and brought them to a level of excellence 

the Cmon forces could not match In addmon to the mtumve vrsron of a great commander 

who sees his whole arena and ns ten-am and the interplay of forces m hrs mmd’s eye. 

Jackson never loses srght of the details of command Spectfically, unhke the Kapoleomc 

practrce of a rest stop of several hours rn a lengthy march. Jackson mtroduced the 

pracnce of marchmg 50 mmutes and resting 10, msrstrng that his men he down during that 
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rest break 6 During the valley campaign the endurance of his troops, who have come to be 

called Jackson’s “foot cavalry,” attests to the success of his method. A mynad of such 

mnovauve methods may combme to define the great commanders of the future, and those 

stils of mnovatlon should be sought as much as those of mtuluon, wherever they may be 

found.’ 

Your dlstmctlon between marches and maneuver when the former was the pnmary 

and usually only means to accomplish the second seemed appropnate, but as I sit here m a 

tram that IS EansporMg elements of Jackson’s command many rmles to ~0x1 the defense of 

l&hmond, I wonder if modem transportauon will soon require that you completely 

review the concept of maneuver I may have rmstaken your meamng 1~1 makmg the 

dlstmctlon. but I ask you to consider that the ablhty to move forces at speeds unattainable 

on foot or horseback may create a new flmdrty m a strategic arena, allowmg a commander 

to disperse freely or concentrate forces as he parnes his opponent or thrusts at bun. 

Although I am suggesung your highest pnnclple of strategy which calls for the 

concentrauon of forces rmght bear revision as moblllty Improves, I hasten to add that the 

same mobility ill undoubtedly Increase the role of chance, which you present 

convmcrngly Consider for example the mcreased odds of chance engagements when units 

of varymg sizes are movmg about qtuckly over wde areas, and Indeed the &fflculty of 

purposely bringing about a declslve battle between main mes. And what of the 

p The younger Clausewltz here questions a specific in&odolopy present tn the unedited manuscnpt 
Dangerous ground for a young colonel He seems to be makmg an mdu-ect attack here on the 

mogance of rank Parts of the early manuscnpt touted the value of eqenence to the apparent 
derugratlon of the lower less expenenced ranks The elder Clausewnz values creatlvny where It 1s found. 
however ‘and spe,aks at length of e gemus es We \ze no evldcnce that the lounger ClJusewnz \ ‘argument 
Influenced hrs gr‘andfather m Thor respect 
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rehabrhty of the new mecharucal method of movement“ The complexrty of the machmes 

guarantees that they wrll not always work The pessurust nught suggest that they will 

undoubtedly fall to operate at the worst possrble moment.” At any rate, I suggest that 

additronal mob&y wrl.l requrre a systematrc review of many aspects of the conduct of 

war, from such general perspectrves as dealing wuh the element of chance to more specific 

issues as drsruptrng the opponent’s lines of commumcauon. Specral forces that can 

undertake actron agarnst an opponent’s abrhty to maneuver may come rnto being, forces 

that rmght even requue a redefinitron of mternal and external lures. With addruonal 

expenence rn the use of the rarlroads as this confhct progresses, I hope to provide the 

General Staff with msrghtful observatrons on the benefits to be gamed therefrom and the 

dangers to avoid.’ 

I have taken to the habit of maktng darly notes on my observanons of the 

campargnmg here, mcludrng some roughly sketched maps, and I plan to continue the 

practice so that I can provide greater detarl to you when I return In the meanhme I shall 

always remam. 

Your Lovmg Grandson, 

Carl 

8 I doubt that young Clausewttz was the ortgmal Murphy of -Murphy s law fame. but I emphasize 
here that he has struck upon a central theme in modem warfare thA has brought logistics ‘and tts supply 
md repair functions out ot the secondary rok to which they were relegated 111 even the tind manuscript 
Marty would xgue I mong them that logistics do not merely affect outcomes of battles tn d penphtxd 
sense but in modem war are an mtegral part of them and even frequentlv their pnmxy ObJectWe 

9 There IS no ev tdence that young Clausewuz s observ,mons on r,ulro.td u\e mfluenccd the General 
Staff s use of ratlroads m the 1870-7 1 wx with France 
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Concluding Commentary 

In an mmgumg turnabout of the rnevrtable rntssrng piece from the labonously 

assembled grant puzzle, the letter of the younger Clausewrtz provides us a single piece of 

a grant puzzle that will hkely never be completed. Here I shall only make two bnef pomts 

ur operung what 1s likely to be an rntemunable discussion on the content of the letter and 

rts influence on the great rmhtary theorist. 

The letter contams implicit references to an element of frustrahon in young 

Clausewrtz’s effort to carry out the review of what hrs grandfather had written. His 

problem wrth the word “attack” may well come from over defiruuon rather than rts specrfic 

use u-r relanon to diversronary acuons, as he ignores and even drvorces hrs comments from 

the fact that an entrre book of the ongmal manuscnpt is devoted to analyzing the 

cornplexrty of “attack.” In addrtron. the reference to discussrons on “numerous 

occasrons” unmedrately precedmg his raismg the issue of clanty and the less than subtle 

reference to the possrbrhty of rrustakmg hrs grandfather’s meanmg u-r the drsnnctron 

between marches and maneuver rntrmates opacity tn the manuscript. 

The letter makes recommendatrons of both a specific and general nature wrth 

regard to maneuver The specific contrasts a successful modem method to one from the 

past while the general urges a review of the enure concept of maneuver m light of a neu 

mobrhty It is not too much of a leap to suggest that the colonel. whG consrstently 

supports the fundamental tenets of the manuscrrpt IS soundmg a cauttonq note about 

dated methodologrcal examples setting a prescnptrve tone and 11rm~g the range of 

genera1 concepts 



Blmde 10 

The untimely death of Colonel Carl von Clausewltz m 187 1 at the hands of French 

guemllas m the waning days of the France-Prussian War depnved bun of the opporturuty 

to organize his papers mto a work of his own and leaves a great void m the study of his 

grandfather’s classy work. The annotated version of On War and the concordance for it 

he rrught have produced would have precluded much nusmterpretauon of that great 

treatise. With the discovery of the Valley Campaign letter, historians and rmhtary theonsts 

can measure to some small extent the contnbutlon of this later generation Clausewnz 
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